experienced figure in Pitt's otherwise vulnerable cabinet, experienced a long, protracted, and unusually public legal process.
The tenth report, instituted by the previous administration under Henry Addington, accused Melville of negligence in his role as Treasurer of the Navy. The report contended that large sums of public money from 1786-1799 had not been deposited temporarily at the Bank of England, as was proper, but rather had been lodged in the personal Coutts'-s' account of Melville's then-subordinate Alexander Trotter. Trotter, one of the many Scots to attain public office with the aid of Melville's influence, did not keep the money but nevertheless benefited from the interest accrued. It was contended by some that Melville was guilty of mere negligence, and that political opponents had chosen to press for more serious charges to score partisan points, and perhaps even to bring down the Pitt administration.
3 Pitt was politically vulnerable, and busy fending off a personal attack on his own reputation, arising from the eleventh report of the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry. 4 The push to prosecute Melville was led by Samuel Whitbread, shortly before the coalescence around him of the reformist clique of MPs known as the 'Mountain'. Although it had not yet been formed, many of those who became future members supported Whitbread's efforts and were willing to associate with metropolitan radicals out of doors. 5 Although Dundas, during his long career, was an important figure in Scottish, British and international history, scholarly work focused specifically on him is somewhat sparse. 6 As such, the circumstances surrounding his fall from power have never been examined in a comprehensive manner. Most works which touch on the impeachment tend to focus on its effects on partisan politics, largely ignoring the effects on the wider public. This article will therefore examine reactions to the impeachment of Henry Dundas in both the parliamentary community and the wider political nation, 'out of doors'. In doing so, it will illuminate the contemporary state of party politics, and the disparate and constantly evolving ideological beliefs of those within the parliamentary community. Reactions to the impeachment reveals disapproval of overabundant patronage, anti-Scottish bias, disapproval of the Pittite 'system', and advocacy of wholesale financial and parliamentary reform. Evidence of similar reactions can also, moreover, be found in the wider political nation. Finally, it also highlights the extent and nature of linkages between the parliamentary opposition, popular opinion, and the reviving radical movement out of doors.
2
Most works which discuss the impeachment explore the purely 'high party' aspects of the affair.
There is in fact still much to be said about the complex, and, at times, arcane party-political struggle between Pittites and Addingtonians, and the manoeuvring of Foxite whigs. Indeed, the combined 'new opposition' of Fox and Grenville, with over 150 adherents, was the strongest that had existed for many years. 7 Speeches made in the Commons reveal the complex and shifting nature of factional allegiances at that particular moment in politics, with the proposed impeachment acting as a central issue around which manoeuvring was conducted. The commonly held view that speeches in the House did not affect voting decisions is mistakenWilliam Wilberforce's speech in favour of proceeding with impeachment was said to have swayed 40 members. 8 This in many ways mirrored the pivotal debate on whether to impeach Hastings 18 years before, as that vote had appeared to be 'a genuine expression of the idealism and prejudices of ordinary members'. 9 The peculiar intensity of the passions aroused by the affair meant that speeches more accurately reflected genuine opinions than was usually the case -especially Whitbread's forthright orations.
A crucial vote in the Commons in June 1805 had illustrated that Pitt had roughly a 40 seat majority, of whom 38 were Dundas-managed Scots members, or 'Melvillites', though there were already rumblings of discontent even from some of these tightly controlled Scots members. Pitt was therefore attempting to build bridges with Addington, who had until that point been aloof. Given the chaotic state of factional allegiances within parliament, enquiries such as the tenth report were often undertaken with the aim of scoring partisan points. 10 The stance of many members was determined by their personal and/or political connection to Melville's troubles also took on a symbolic significance as during his tenure as secretary of war, he had seemed the embodiment of rectitude. 30 The Times worried that 'Entrenched in influence and office, and behind the shield of patronage and power, he seems to stand like something too high for justice and too great for the laws of this country'. 31 There was public concern that corruption might be so endemic as to prevent a prosecution of Melville; the fact that he preferred impeachment to criminal prosecution also served to deepen suspicions that 'More than forty proxies of peers of the realm [were] in the pocket of a man who is now impeached at the bar of these peers'. 32 It was noted that Melville was acquitted by many of those linked to him; indeed, the acquittal of Melville came as no surprise, as the Lords was packed with ministerial supporters. 33 Even those favourably disposed to Melville such as Walter Scott acknowledged that 'though the ex-minister's ultimate acquittal was, as to all charges involving his personal honour, complete, it must now be allowed that the investigation brought out many circumstances by no means creditable to his discretion'. 34 Though exonerated, he was still firmly connected to malpractices, if not outright corruption, in the public mind. The fact that the trial ultimately forced his retirement from public life, and also eventually from the management of Scotland, constitutes strong evidence of the power of public opinion at this time.
Even a Scottish ally of Melville in the Lords admitted privately that Melville had an acutely strong hold over Scotland: 'There is no such thing as an opinion between one political party and the other; there are merely melvillites'. 35 Disapproval had long been directed towards The numerous petitions presented to parliament by 'the gentlemen, clergy, freeholders, and inhabitants, of the county of Cornwall' (in addition to numerous others) confirm the extent to which public feelings were inflamed by the Melville affair. 40 Moreover, the wide geographical spread of petitions submitted suggests that the politically aware and politically active nation was not exclusively metropolitan or urban. The complete and glaring lack of petitions from Scotland also illustrates the continuing robustness of Melville's management.
In fact, after his acquittal there was a general illumination in Edinburgh, in addition to a large public dinner. 42 In describing a range from the far south of England to its northern limits, The Times deliberately excluded Scotland, implying that the Scottish people were to be viewed in a similarly negative vein.
Dundas had experienced anti-Scottish prejudice over the whole course of his career.
As such, it is not entirely unsurprising that the public reaction to his impeachment contained anti-Scottish undertones. William Cobbett was a political writer, editor of Cobbett's Weekly
Political Register, and later a prominent radical. 43 He was also, amongst a host of other prejudices, a notorious anti-Scot. His views helped to increase his appeal to a public which itself held long-established popular prejudices. 44 He provided ample evidence of anti-Scottish bias linked to Melville's influence during the course of the scandal, entitling one editorial 'Scotch Patronage'. Cobbett wrote that the 'Ever since the Union, there has been a … minister for Scotland. That office has been held for many years by Lord Melville, and the great duty of it is the recommendation for places and pensions'. This conforms to Cobbett's general pattern of criticising specific Scots types rather than Scotland in general -the scandal provided ample opportunity to rail against the stereotype of Scottish placemen. 45 Alongside the role of newspapers in bringing the words of parliamentarians to the political nation, satirical prints spread their images outside of Westminster. Although Melville was parodied in prints as a stereotypical Scot for the majority of his career, the impeachment led to the single greatest sustained graphical attack on him. 46 Melville was hence seen by a section of the public as the chief representative and promoter of Scots who sought, through patronage, the proceeds of state corruption. The irritated figure of Hodge is an indication of the extent to which these practices were unpopular outside of Scotland. Indeed, one of the most enduring satirical images of the period was that of sycophantic Scot MPs seeking patronage. 48 Dislike of Pittite corruption, connected to patronage, and anti-Scottish bias were therefore thoroughly interconnected aspects of the public reaction to impeachment.
4
Disapproval of Pittite corruption also led to the intensification of other issues by the impeachment, namely the agitation for sweeping financial, and even parliamentary reform.
Many remembered Pitt's creed of hard work and probity in the 1780s -in that period Dundas had also made vigorous attempts to curb corruption. The topic featured prominently in debate, particularly in Whitbread's contributions: 'Petitions flowed in from all parts of the country, praying for some reform in the expenditure of the public treasure. The right hon. gent. opposite
[Melville] was then in the dawn of his political life… his zeal for the reform of abuses, and his anxiety to have a well-regulated system of economy established in every part of the public expenditure'. 49 The vast growth of public expenditure was a core aspect of the Pittite state, was not in money, it arose from a cause much more important and deeper, which struck at the root of all those principles … could alone secure the constitution against public corruption, and prevent the affections of the people from being alienated from that constitution'. 51 This highlights how much parliamentary evangelicals were concerned with wider systemic corruption, and with resultant lack of success in to other reform efforts, including Wilberforce's longstanding efforts against slavery. While the rhetorical style used by the evangelicals during proceedings did not have the religious tone associated with related reform efforts such as abolition, this is not an indication that the issues was not related. In fact, speakers such as
Wilberforce had 'mastered various political vocabularies', and as such were both able and willing to temper their religiosity in debate for pragmatic ends. 52 These ideas were not confined to Westminster -they also featured heavily in the wording of the petitions composed by public meetings and presented to parliament, with one such example from the City of Westminster opining that 'if anything can be worse than a deeprooted, wide-spreading system of abuse and peculation in the management of public money, it
would not be the institution of a system of revision'. 53 Several petitions, such as one from
Cornwall, alluded to popular concerns that corruption was 'not confined to the naval department', the affair being merely a symptom of wider corruption in all branches of government. 54 There is ample evidence that the events of impeachment provoked significant agitation for parliamentary reform. This evidence, moreover, suggests that this desire was not confined merely to members of the then-nascent reviving radical movement. Radicals held special meetings to discuss the Melville affair; they were also heavily involved in the process of wording petitions. 55 Nevertheless, the contents of the petitions constitute substantial evidence of a wider approval of reformist ideas beyond these restricted sections of society.
A petition from the City of London hoped that: 'A system of vigilance and economy may be established, as may effectually guard against the recurrence of such flagrant abuses'.
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While not explicitly calling for reform, the petitioners advocated the systemic tackling of corruption, and the prevention of future impropriety -effectively asserting that reforms would be needed to ensure this, though doing so in the cautious prose characteristic of this particular period in domestic politics. Another petition from Norfolk not only advocated scrutiny of the government in general, but also declared that the constitution had decayed, calling on parliament 'to institute immediate and rigorous enquiries into the expenditure of every other department … the house will perceive the necessity of resorting to those principles which prevailed in the better days of our constitution'. 57 During the Melville affair, Pitt instituted largely ineffectual inquiries into reform. 58 The failure of these may have caused petitioners to more strongly believe in its necessity.
The specific parts of the Pittite system that needed reform, however, was a matter of some contention. Cobbett stated his view succinctly: 'There are men, great men, in this country, with whose names corruption was never associated: we have a sovereign well known to be the enemy of peculators: we have a parliament composed chiefly of men, who, from their rank and their education, must be supposed to hold such persons in abhorrence'. While Cobbett wrote that he saw parliament and the sovereign as incorruptible, the grudging way in which he assumed parliamentarians 'must be supposed' to abhor corruption suggests that, as a result of the Melville scandal, he, along with a section of the wider public, was increasingly convinced that parliament was also corrupt. He went further in the same editorial, suggesting that MPs 'disgust the people, not only with the ministry, but with the government altogether' and that servile members 'Having no hope that they shall ever see abuses checked, and hardly daring to open their mouths to complain of them … have no course left but that of endeavouring to become partakers in the spoil'.
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A month later, he attacked the wider Pittite system of patronage and electoral management, characterised by compliant placemen: 'It has always been, the Pitt system, and not the man, with which I was at war'. Cobbett thus asserted that his main concern, and the concern of a large section of the public, was not partisan or personal dislike of Pitt and Dundas, but was in fact opposition to the wider political system that they had created, reasoning that 'A change of men would produce such a change of system as to destroy the canker-worm of corruption'. Hence, the related issues of financial and parliamentary reform were revived and, to an extent, enhanced by reactions to the impeachment.
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Reactions inside and outside of Westminster highlight the extent to which links between parliament and the political nation were reviving and strengthening, both in a general sense and as a direct reaction to the impeachment itself. They also show how far these links considered to be acceptable in the period. The sections of debate within parliament which discussed systemic failure and possible reform contain many references to the needs and wishes of the public. It is impossible to understand speeches in the House without giving consideration to the deep effect they had outside its walls, as arguments begun there were continued outside, whether in newspapers or on street corners. 63 Pro-Melville members thought the matter 'seems to be much misunderstood by the public', and Lord Grenville's son Thomas wrote to his father that 'The spirit of enquiry certainly spreads as it naturally would among the better class of middling men as well as among the lower orders'. 64 Acknowledgement of, and concern about, public agitation was not confined to those Measured classical rhetoric, peppered with Latin and Greek quotations, was considered the basic standard of discourse. 67 Whitbread's use of plain, straightforward and clearly belligerent language amply demonstrates the extent to which he felt ideologically linked to the passionate and intense views being expressed by the extra-parliamentary community. The sheer number of references to public agitation confirms that this aspect was of paramount interest to those inside Westminster.
Parliamentary rhetoric was judged for its style as well as its content, for how much it conformed to contemporary notions of polite taste. 68 The rhetorical flourishes employed by Whitbread would eventually cross this line, as his concluding speech at the impeachment trial itself was widely criticised for its lack of propriety and nuance. 69 This stood in marked contrast to the progress of the Hastings impeachment, which has been said to have first established parliamentary oratory as a great public spectacle, particularly the closing speech in Hastings'
defence by William Cowper. 70 In speaking to an audience consisting of the public and of members of both Houses in Westminster Hall, Whitbread was caught between two different standards of discourse -in using language more suited to the gallery, he in effect alienated those listening from the benches.
The pomp and pageantry of proceedings in Westminster Hall was a major aspect of the affair: 'The eagerness to view the extraordinary scene appeared, in some measure, to have subsided. Though the company was numerous, it did not equal that of the previous day'. 71 While the Times emphasised the decline of public interest, the Political Register contended the following day that 'The guards were stationed outside the hall, to keep the multitude in order, who were not very respectful in their remarks concerning the High Court of Parliament', and had stated the previous year at the beginning of the impeachment that 'The people are unanimous. Witness the Common Hall, where persons of any rank in the City of London, from journeymen shoemakers to aldermen and members of parliament were assembled'. 72 Cobbett emphasised the widespread and popular indignation of the wider political nation, of all classes, and portrayed them as boisterously outspoken, rather than deferential. Having personally attended the impeachment proceedings with his wife and children, he was well-placed to observe matters. 73 A biographer of Whitbread described the impeachment itself as 'pageantry without reality', an event which was colourful but lacking in political ferocity. 74 The quiet period between the parliamentary vote against Melville and the beginning of proceedings had taken some of the heat out the issue. This suggests that the affair had its deepest effect on the political nation in the lead-up to the impeachment. Nevertheless, public indignation was still pronounced throughout the course of the scandal.
Many of those inside the parliamentary community not only acknowledged public uproar, but also (to an extent) aligned themselves with those out of doors, including mainstream whigs such as Fox: 'It was true the public had no right to insist on the judgment of the house being in any particular way on any given case… [but] it had a right to say that the house should enquire...'. 75 While Fox makes it clear that he felt an affinity with the public agitation, he also qualified this affinity by stating that the public had no right to dictate the House's judgement for them -although there may have been a tentative alliance between parliamentary mainstream whigs and external actors, this alliance was hesitant and definitely limited. Less cautious parliamentarians such as Wilberforce made efforts to defend the character of these external actors: 'As to the "clamour" that has been mentioned, it is not the cry of popular faction, but it is the universal sentiment of persons of every rank, of the rich as well as the poor, of the middling class of the community, who understand the constitution perfectly well'. 76 This illustrates the extent to which activist whigs were in a tentative ideological partnership with a reviving (and largely middle class) radical movement outside of parliament.
Wilberforce's actions were especially indicative of the changing mood, as his advocacy of public morality brought him into direct conflict with his longstanding friend, Pitt. Wilberforce had an enduring connection with external elements related to his advocacy of abolition. Indeed, the role of public opinion in the period immediately preceding the abolition of slavery was more prominent than has previously been assumed. 77 As such, the elite-popular linkage relating to the Melville affair affected, and was affected by, other popular issues and campaigns.
A pro-Melville pamphlet contended that 'Mr. Fox was indefatigable with all his party… public meetings were convened -palace yard mobs were addressed, and the very worst passions of the lowest people, were roused by the most disingenuous and inflammatory…'. 78 By referring only to the 'lowest people', the pamphlet's author attempted to deny the participation of other, more 'respectable' ranks of society.
This attempt to marginalise and belittle the role of public clamour was reflected in several contemporary satirical prints: in James Gillray's The Wounded Lion, a blunderbuss These prints conveyed a rather unsubtle graphic condemnation of public agitation, but also touch on many of the underlying themes explored in this article, particularly the Manager in Distress. The Morning Chronicle stated in 1805 that 'It is impossible for any language to paint the sensation excited in the metropolis' 79 . It would appear that the medium of visual language was better suited to conveying the diverse set of themes embodied and exacerbated by the affair. Overall, the impeachment served to both highlight and strengthen the links between parliament and the political nation, while also illustrating the continuing limits to this.
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The impeachment had a significant and related effect on the development and revival of radicalism, both in and out of the Commons. After the vote of censure, Whitbread spent time 'congratulating the house on the sense which seemed so universally to be entertained out of doors, of the conduct of the house in the votes ...
[to] meet the wishes of the people'. 80 He approved of and, to a limited extent, personally associated himself with nascent romantic radical ideas in the wider political nation. In a later debate, he also explicitly approved of the main direct channel of communication between the public and parliament -petitions: 'As to the county meetings which have taken place in different parts of the kingdom, I must say that I have never attended one of them, that I never signed even one requisition. I am ready to confess, however, that the approbation expressed of my conduct at many of those meetings, has been highly gratifying to my feelings…'. 81 He did, however, personally distance himself from the meetings themselves, illustrating that his close connection to agitation out of doors
was not yet complete by 1805, though the Melville affair effectively enabled him to do so later.
Indeed, his subsequent management of the impeachment brought him to national attention as an anti-corruption watchdog. 82 More broadly, this showed early on that any accord between the parliamentary community of evangelical whigs and outside political reformists, though perhaps fruitful, would be limited and brief.
The Morning Chronicle suggested that the impeachment constituted 'An attempt to get rid of a political opponent, by making him the victim of a popular prejudice'. 83 Though against Melville, the paper betrayed its anti-radical sentiments by suggesting that public indignation was a tool of Foxites, rather than spontaneous and self-perpetuating. In this way, it attempted to exaggerate the negligible extent to which the public reacted in a partisan manner. There is very little evidence that the crowds who were agitated by the Melville affair were primarily concerned with party-political rivalries. This is not to say, however, that there were no partisan reactions in the extra-parliamentary community. Henry Cockburn, a prominent Scottish whig, noted that 'It convinced the tories that they were not positively immortal. It told the whigs, and all that liberal population which was growing in silence, not to despair utterly'. 84 The impeachment therefore did much to bolster the hopes of the wider (and widely constituted)
'liberal population' in addition to the whigs.
Large sections of the public may have considered the partisan actions of many parliamentarians to be borne of cynical political manoeuvring, rather than righteous moral indignation. Evidence of public disdain for the partisan aspects of impeachment was repeatedly noted by Cobbett: 'Appeals have been made to the people and to the parliament; but, the cause has been much too good to stand in need of the aid of misrepresentation. It has, indeed, been no party matter either in or out of doors'. He went further in his editorial a week later, exclaiming that 'Those who receive the wages of corruption may cry 'party' as long as they please: the unanimous voice of the nation denies the assertion'. 85 Cobbett, and a large section of the population, reacted to the scandal in an actively nonpartisan manner. Overall, party-political considerations were seen as a peripheral distraction from the main issues of public concern: disapproval of the Pittite 'system', and related support for partial and perhaps wholesale reform of that system. The British elite were by this time well-practiced in encouraging the populace to take up arms in defence of the political nation, and of the political status-quo. The Melville affair proved this encouragement to be something of a double-edged sword; most petitions justified their right to criticise matters by referring to the public sacrifices being made for the war effort. 86 Cobbett wrote in 1807 that newspapers were then reaching a much wider public than was the case a quarter of a century earlier , In the case of parliamentary reporting it 'brought the House into the home'. 87 Cobbett's frequent editorials of 1805-06 did much to attract wider attention to the Melville affair, and his accessible writing style brought him a significant number of readers. 88 When writing on the scandal, he stated that his readers were 'Ready to make any sacrifice that the safety and honour of our country requires' and that, though they may 'be accused of clamouring', it would hypocritical of Pitt to do so, as he was 'the person who calls on us for those sacrifices'. In effect, Cobbett stated that the wider public were, by their contribution to the war effort, afforded the right to criticise elite corruption. This argument was one of the principal ways in which a revived radical movement was able to justify their criticism of the government. 91 The public reaction, as seen by Cobbett, was widespread, responsible, and justified -a justification which relied heavily on notions of patriotic indignation permitted by the rise of romantic radicalism. 92 The attempted impeachment of Melville thus encouraged the growth of a reconstituted radical movement. It allowed radicals to display and improve on the 'romantic' language in which their causes would henceforth be couched. The aim of Cobbett was to 'Restore the government, not the ministry, but the whole government, to the confidences of the people … till there be a real reform, till real address be afforded'. Cobbett therefore made clear that only wider parliamentary reform would serve to restore public confidence, not a mere change of party: 'Unless it be the intention, the solemn resolution, to change this system, let no one talk to me of a change of ministry; for, until this system is destroyed…'. 93 Cobbett was not initiating, but instead following a new reforming tide. 94 The Melville affair did much to invigorate both the pro-reformist press and awaken reformist zeal in the wider public, a change which Cobbett noted: 'No man should, therefore, be liable for punishment for writing the truth of public men;
yet, I am afraid, that, if anyone had written the truth of Lord Melville two months ago, he would not have been permitted to prove that truth'. 95 Thus, by the middle of 1806 radical attention was focused on several interconnected questions, at the root of which was the notion that virtually all parliamentary factions were corrupt. 96 The proceedings inspired popular radicals to initiate a parliamentary reform campaign to take advantage of increased public support for this. More than this, however, the wider public reaction to the impeachment had a genuinely fundamental effect -it seriously damaged the ability of the government, Pittite or otherwise, to insulate itself from popular agitation. 97 
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David Reid, a prominent Scottish Commissioner of Customs and a beneficiary of Dundas's patronage, wrote to him that he was 'Clearly of opinion that it was worthwhile to undergo all that has happened, for the issue will immortalise your name and character'. 98 In fact, the attempted impeachment of Henry Dundas was until now the hitherto overlooked beginning of a narrative of government scandals which included Convention of Cintra and the Duke of York affair. The comparative lack of agitation for impeachment during the Duke of York scandal in 1809 could reasonably be ascribed to the failure of this mechanism three years earlier. 99 It was the first of a series of blunders which served to increase popular perceptions that corruption and inefficiencies were seriously hindering the war effort. 100 The impeachment proceedings inspired renewed outdoor reformist agitation, and by 1810 reformists had overtaken whigs as the main voice of opposition in parliament. 101 The Melville affair contributed significantly to the rise of reformist elements in parliament and the revival of a radical reformist movement out of doors.
The purely partisan reactions to the affair offer a lens through which the murky state of different factions in parliament can be made clear. The substantial extent to which elements of the parliamentary opposition was increasingly opposed to the wider Pittite system is also revealed, in addition to the prevalence of anti-Scottish bias prevalent among members. There is also evidence of cautious links between independently-minded parliamentarians and radical forces out of doors. The short coalition with the whigs at this time gave revived radicals a 'patina of constitutionality', which allowed them to shake off residual accusations of Jacobinism, freeing them to begin their dramatic expansion. 102 Indeed, a more detailed examination of elite-radical linkages at this time could further illuminate the strategy of radicals at a crucial point in their development. It has been said that the Duke of York scandal excited public opinion in a way that the Melville affair did not. 103 Yet, the scandal was a dry and nearincomprehensible financial affair in which it was widely acknowledged that no money had actually been lost, and which had occurred six years before proceedings commenced. That it could capture the public imagination to the extent that it did is telling.
The reaction to impeachment serves to reveal the vast extent and nature of public agitation, and provides a snapshot of who exactly constituted the politically aware nation in a time of rapidly increasing public participation. It also reveals how very little the public were interested by the partisan aspects of impeachment. It has been suggested that the Duke of York scandal saw corruption displace popery as the 'chief populist bogey', but the evidence above suggests that this change in public priorities largely stemmed from the earlier Melville affair. 104 The period between 1805 and 1810 saw a 'bellicose moment' in popular politics, in which radicals and their ideas reached the forefront of British political life. 105 Analysis of the reactions to impeachment suggest that this event was an early manifestation of radical agitation, and was one of the principal catalysts for this 'bellicose moment', in which radicals appealed to patriotic sentiments based on a radicalised and defensive constitutionalism. 106 One of Whitbread's speeches on the affair has been described as the 'moment in public life when the exalted ethical tone of the 19 th century was first struck'. 107 Hence, reactions to the affair contributed significantly to changing parliamentary mores and changing popular values -it is notable that a young Henry Hunt made his first foray into public speaking at a meeting condemning Melville. 108 Thus, reaction to the impeachment of Henry Dundas had far-reaching repercussions for the parliamentary elite, the reviving radical movement, and the wider political nation.
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